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STATE FINANCES. 



There are dnios when it is eminently proper for Legisla- 
tive bodies to make investigations intrO the affairs of States 
and Nations, and by a thorough, careful and trnthful re- 
view of history, by close applications of reasoning as to 
causes and effects, by making honorable and tnitbml con- 
trswts, arrive at, and open to the public view the sources of 
the State or National prosperity, or the baueesof ita finan- 
cial, go remmental and political derangement and embarraes- 
ments. When properly, wisely and honestly conducted, 
investigations of this chavaetei: always redound to the pub- 
lic good, but when confined within the limits of a narrow. 
and selfish partizanship — when the Statesman aiid Legisla- 
tor is sunk below the level of the demagogue and political 
trickster^ — when the reporter diveats himself of political 
responsibility and personal individtmlity and lends himself 
to the base and dirfionest niacliinations of corrupt and li- 
belous associates — when the report itself, is perverted 
from the legitimate character of a. State paper to that of a 
falsifying and malicious attack npon personal honesty and 
integrity — such investigcdwns are usepal onlj': as an exhibi- , 
tion of the want of character, moi-al and political integrity 
of the men ^i^ho engage in their. preparation, the servility 
of their party feefings and politico principles, and the 
desperate and hopeJess chances of their political success. 

To say that the document denominated a ''Eeport'' by 
the minority of the Specia! Committee of Investigation 
into the Financial Affaire of the State, authorized by the 
House, at the late Extra Session of -our State Legislature, 
and signed by "S. Kanter," aaone of the Committee, bears 
in aU its ioatures these characteristics, and is amenable in 
all its parts to such reflections, is simply, reiterating to all 
who have heard or read .that "Report," a patent truth. 
To dignify it with any other title than an " elecUmeering 
splwge" wonid b'e to pervert its character and subject it 
to merited ridicule. Jo csdl, \% a liietory of the financial af- 
fdirs or.copdition oi ths Sfete,"-(fOTil(i %'e giving currency 
to- an abeilitd ^hd foolislf'MBeh'odcl. 
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It may be proper, in tbie uonnecdon, to rei'er t-o tlie au- 
thors of this remarkable " report," vouched for by. " under- 
signed" aa "oee of the committee.'' Enough is known of 
it to eatabliah its paternity with auoh men as the notorious 
Dr. Alvord, the equally notorious and more nnserupuIoBB 
Thompson, of the Grand Kapids Enquirer, Griswold, the 
ostensible editor of the Lansing Journal, and others of that 
ilk, the whole being under the immediate Bupervieion and 
direction of the Hon. George W. Peck. The mere mention 
of this corps of authors and poiiticana is a conclusive an- 
swer to the "report" where the authors are known ; but 
lest there might be some misunderstanding, and some few 
honest men really think it was the production of "the 
undersigned," it is proper to thus sfeite its parentage, before 
reviewing some of the statements of the " report" itself. 

The opening par^raph of the "report" sets forth with 
doleful lugubriousnese the great disadvantages which beset 
" the undersigned " and his associates in their arduous pur- 
suit of knowledge under great difficulties. They state, 
though not in .words, that they were denied all information 
from the State departments, and were compelled to relj"- 
upon unauthenticated reports, and thmb own busodecbs I 
This insinuation is palpably false, as they were aiforded 
the same aid and figures which were asked and furnished 
to the majority. It is true the minority of the Committee 
made requests of the Chairman of the Committee as well 
as the State Treasurer for privilegea and information upon 
certain matters entirely without t^e scope of the resolution 
demanding the investigation, and which had not the moat re- 
mote bearing upon the subject matter referred to the Com- 
mittee, and of which there was no abadow of necessitj' ; 
which requests were, of eourse, and properly, refused ; and 
upon this refusal to gratify a paltay spirit of personal ma- 
l^nity, and a prompt repulsion of msolent imputation, by 
the State Treasurer, is founded the lacrymoro sympathy of 
the " undersigned " — the wail for sympathy with which the 
"report" is opened. When it says the "undersigned was 
obliged to go intd'the investigation single-handed," we arc 
prone to brieve the truth of the statement in considera- 
tion of the wealiuess of tike tMiig/ but aeriotisly protest 
against the attempt of " the undersigned" t-o rob his associ- 
ates, before mentioned, of their due proportion of ihe lau- 
rels to be reaped among the " imteni^.ed," in the compila- 
tion of the "report." 

" The undersigned " in opening his review of the finances 
of the Rtate, commences v/ith the assertion that in the year 
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1848, "there was in the Treaaufy the sum of $62,304 4o, 
which som waa iocreaaed in 1854 to h^f a miilion of dol- 
lars." Ill this connection "the nndersigned" omits a very 
important link in the history of the State. He is perfectly 
oblivions m to the source from which this surplus was Ob- 
tirijied, iind gives no explanation whether it was a,bona fide 
fiorpias, or simply a balance of borrowed money,, on hand, 
kept on hand by a process of "shinning" adopted in the 
■early history' of the Stat6 by his party, and which would 
dii credit to the most experienced street operator in New 
York or Boston, Had "the undersigned" been disposed 
t-j meet the issue fairly, he would not have omitted snch 
an important link, but would have stated the fact that this 
money was all borrowed, and its appearance in the State 
Treasury was only an evidence of indebtedness of the State 
to that amount. It is a weli known fact that the State has 
but one fund — " the general fund " — and that this fund is 
;md has been hamkrv/pt for the past twenty years. Upon 
this point the report of the majority well says ; 

"Another source of the large surplus in the Treasury, was 
the system tidopted in relation to our Tryst Funds, by 
which the principal was loaned to the State as fast as re- 
ceived, *Tid used for the payment of current expenses or 
outstanding liabilities." 

And it is evident at tirst sight that a balance of that 
character, and so obtained,' instetid of being an evidence 
of State prosperity and financial strength,- is a direct ad- 
mission and an unanswerable argnment to the contrary. 
A careful search into thejctcis would have revealed to " the 
undersigned" this truth — that in addition to the enormous 
debt entailed upon the State by the recklessness and ex- 
travagance of the Democratic party, amounting, in 1854, 
to over two millions of dollars, the State, under this Demo- 
cratic policy, had also borrowed from othet sources, to pay 
its current expenses, the snug little sum of eight hundred 
thousand dollars. Now, granting all that "the under- 
signed" claims when he says the Republicans found this 
surplus of over half a million in the State Tre^ury, to be 
true, did not common justice and candor call upon him to 
acknowledge that it was, like all other "Democratic" 
thunder, ''borrowed capital" — a fund upon which the State 
was compelled to pay an enonnous interest, the lowest 
rates being seven per cent, per annum — thus making, as 
every intelligent man may see at a glance, this boasted 
surplus, really and practically a direct tax upon the people 
to the amount of the interest, while the money was lying 
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idle in the Treaaury, ueeful only in an electioneering ex- 
tremity — an idle boast that there was "plenty of eaah in 
the State Treasury." A like policy purBued in the trans- 
action of individual btisinesB, would subject the person 
pursuing it to serious imputations, and such an explanation 
to creditors or the public by a businessj maai, coupled with 
the claim that his borrowed money should be reckoned as 
a portion of Ms bona fide capital in- asaetfi, available to hie 
general credits, would inspire serious doubts either of 
honesty or sanity, and perhwps of both. 

It is plain, then, that although tlie Beiuocriita left a, sur- 
plus in the , Treasury, it was only a fictitioTiB surplus— a 
surplus, each dollar of which added really ii large per 
centage to the actual indebtedness of the State. The aum 
thus bon'owed from the Trust Funds by the State was, s^ 
before stated, about eight hundred thousand dollars, of the 
principal of which near three hundred thousand dollars 
had been expended to pay the onUnarj^ expenses of the 
State government, leaving a surplus of about fave hundred 
thousand dollars. We iia?8 asserted that *his surplne, in- 
stead of being an advantage to the State, was a detriment. 
To. prove this, we have oSy to append a short statement 
of the rgp^ipta and expenditures of these Trust Funds foi' 
the past six years. It will be proper to remark for a full 
understanding of the table, that the basis upon \vhich the 
loaning of these Trust Punda were established, carried 
with it the credits or profits of the funds, which also serves 
largely, to increase the expenditures of the State, and adds 
each years' accumulating interest to the total of the sums 
thus loaned. It appears from the figures submitted by the 

ajority of the committee that this species of the State 

debtedness is increasing with astonishing rapidity, and 
it would be an absolute injustice to the Democratic party 
and "the underaigned," md we omit to expose this pecu- 
liarly beneficial result of their financial economy, entailed 
upon the State in the loaning of their Trust Funds. 

The following table exhibits the receipts for interests, 
forfeitures, &c., on the entire proceeds of the borrowed 
funds which accriied to their credit during each year for 
the last six years, also, the interest which the State pays 
&r the use of these Funds for the same period : 
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1852 . 


®50,li3 31 
56,-2'n 65 
59,889 51 


$ 11,7(16 40 


1853, 

1854 


73,35g 89 
120,383 31 














Tota! receipts, 

ExcesK of expenditures 0^ 


er receiptB 

1" 1,666 To 
83,333 05 
«8,049 ,16 

rer receipts 


.. ! 66,274 47 


1855, 
1856, 
1S57, 


..$ 89,169 13 

$127,542 61 
146.542 26 
153,011 20 




Tota! expendituree 

Tfitel receipts,.... 

Bscesrf ot expenditurea o 
Bxoeafi'of Democratic ye 

IS it rtlli ni s L!l thit up 


..$42t,0'96 07 
. , 249,048 66 




..$178,047 n 
89,169 ':3 




OL llii ce 




T^ 


$267,216 $4 
o hine (luimg 



I ^ '16 ^4, 

I ii: reaeed 

1, 1 i,u rPuudb 

I I it fund ttt tlie 

1^1 ' mI (.xpended it 

I [) ' I liiei'' entailed i ID 

piiTsiniKf >i ic IV e md ( tMiiumcil policy of Grovernors 
Barry and Falch," h ta hardened the people of -thb State 
wiSs a. debt of oi-e) me ttnUvon two Sundied thousand dol 
latTBi m addition to the halance of tw{y tttiMums and over due 
upon thE five mtllion loan — thus ma1t^ thh hor^ fide m 
debtednesss ot the Stdte bomethiog over three miUums of 
df^rs, afl directly traceable to and chrari^able fipon the 
reckleae shortaighted and extraoidinarj ftnancial pyluiy 
cff ihraiDemocratic p»rt^~ iB'it any wahdef Tint "£lle mi 
derafgiied* w So totally oblivioiis tn the real facts of Sftr 
fitia^dicil biBtory, ind slnVs over-ai! this important aiS m 
Btrttctrve portiofl fPith tlife blttnd and fiattei wg reinarlJ fh^t 
when the Demociahc pa^ went out; of powfer, they "left 
1 1dlrge lui'pitii in tte Ti-eastHyf" But did they not also 
leave a snrfiw of d''hti, and i never ending legdcy'of ac 
cumulating mteieat \Ui!i.,h the people will soon be called 
npoQ to pay in the bhape of a duect tax, which m t 



=y Google 



sliadowB tliat little »urplm, m tlie towering HimmHlayaii 
peak overshadows the diminntive mole-hiUa at their base. 

But wo pass on to that portion of the "report" which 
alludes to the expenditnreit of the State Government. 
" The undersigned "' says : 

"The expenditurefl during tiiose neven jeisrM of the 
Democratic administi-tition were annually from $371,491 47, 
the lowest, in 1848, to $449,355 40, the largest, in 1850." 

And here we iiak carefnl attention to the figures of " the 
undersigned," and those we Hhall quote. The " Report " says 
that in 1848, the lowest year of Demonralio -it'le, the expendi- 
tures were only $371,491 47, white the ofScial report of the 
State Treasurer for that year showi^ the expenditures to 
have been 1^404,426 35 — evidently showing ;i mistake in 
"the undersigned" of $32,934 88. The "'report" also says 
that in 1850, the largest year of Democratic rale, the ex- 
penditures were .'^449,355 ^0, while the oSioial figures Jtre 
$449,451 54, showing a mistake of "the undersigned" t-e 
the small sum of $106 14. We adduce the figures and 
make the corrections, not because they are necessary to 
the argument we intend to pursue on this head, hut simply 
to show how little "the undersigned" knows about arith- 
metic, and how utterly incompetent such Democrats are to 
make a fair, liberal and honest investigation, or even to 
tell the truth. 

Much ado ie made by " the undersigned " in his " report " 
about the increased expenditures ot the three years of 
Republican rale, .over the last three years of Democratic 
j-ule of the State. "The under,signed " estimates this ex- 
cess as follows : 

Raji. sct-K. Vaa. jrear... Kecbse. 

1855 over 1852, 1^175,432 48 

1856 " 1853, 190,523 66 

1857 " 1854, 230,623 79 

Total excesfi, ^5596,569 93 

Were these figures true, we should be well pleased to 
let them stand as they are, but we would not deal unjustly, 
even with "the undersigned," and hence, though probably 
unfortunate for the liepublican party, we iviU correct the 
misstatements of the minonty "report," by giving the 
following offlmai figures for tiie expenditures of the six 
years mentioned : 
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1852,.... 11421,918 97 
1853,.... 396,Mfl 
1854 433,469 51 



1855,. 
1856, . 
1867, .■ 



§(524.771 
639,879 06 
679,976 19 



11,251,837 93 1,944,636 13 692,799 20 

Estiiuated excess of " the uudersigiied," .... 596,569 93 



1260,858 ftl 
243,430 67 
246,509 62 



In wh t tl e u 1e a X w 1 ' iaiii^ <.liort, .... S96,229 27 

111 thi e t o t P I «!■ tor its 1*i note the extra- 

ordinary e pense h cl Slave been made during the last 
three yea e n I bove the expenditures of the like 

eharacte fo th tl ee preceding years of Demofii"itic 
rule, wh cb i; j e e t the i'ollowing table : 

Excem of i, pen I i s t 1X55, '56 tiaid '57, aoer the yearn 
185 53 nd 54 fo fl samt items, as foUows : 

Interest on tot.ite debt fande i, ^ 88,377 62 

Interest o 1 u&t F d lo ned by the State, . 88,877 98 

Paid on btate debt, J47,035 34 

Comi)ilation of the Laws, 24,874 08 

Building bridges and other improvements at 

Laneing, authorized by acts of Legislature,. 15,159 96 
Excess of appropriations to public worfes In 

1855, '56 and '&7, over same objects for 1852, 

'53 and '54, 

Allowances of Democratic Board of Auditors 

and expenses of State government in Dec. 

1854, charged to fiscal year of 1855, 53,962 71 



314,175 ai 



$762,463 00 
Total excess of expenditures for 1855, '56 and 

'57, over those of 1852, '58 and '54, 692,799 20 

Showing a decrease in the actustJ current ex- 
penses of the State government in the last 

3 yearM over the preceding 3 years of $69,674 80 

Being an actual saving to the people, in the current ex- 
penses of each of the three vears ot Republican adminis- 
tration of TWENTY-THREE THOUSAND TWO HUN- 
DRED AND TWENTY-POUR DOLLARS AND NINE- 
TY-THREE CENTS!! (^23,224 93!) 

To which ahonld be added ^60,000 of interest paid upon 
tb<! siirphiM revenue by the Republican Administration, 
more than was paid during tlie seven years of Democratic 
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rule and y&a liave au uinual t,*iii diid bdviu^ to tiie Sth,ti 
undei Repubhtaii mle of »43 324 93 or tl29 0t4 80 fo5 
the three years of Eepiiblican uile "avediti the ordinim 
expenses of the ^ovemmt-iit 

It greatl> behoove'^ tiie ii'^ioue jjeDtlemen who com 
piled th&t ' le'port' to prate ibout etonomy when a plain 
and fail showing of the tsgure'. indicate that had the Bame 
^ymeai of economy existed m the espenditureb or thf 
geneial fund ' under the Democratic administrations th it 
has existed md been prachoed bj the pieseii Republicin 
AdmmiHtiation the State would h we been saved ite entnc 
ladebtedne'fs rfiid the people now hrtve been entirely fiee 
from taxation 

In regaid to the itemsi mentioned m the above tablt t 
IS propel to lemark tli.it they wei'e mamlj of that nece-- 
Haify.snd anavonjable chAr-ictei which forbnde themterpo 
sitioB ot any plea-ot poht.\ or politic il considerdtion The 
credit and standing ot the State at home md abroad re 
quired the payjoenMf ilie Eonda and the interest while 
the appropriations for the State As\liims Prison, Noimal 
Scheqij Ac , were equally necesBarv to the piosperity effi 
cienoy and mai^t^^auce of those matitutions Ent we 
shall speak more pa,rtrculariy of tbesp lubictb m -inothe) 
place 

And now we come to the veiitable mare' nest ' of the 
Report," and it le trfllj a wonderful dibcoveiy' ' The 
nndersigned" and hie ab^ociates open tbeir e^es Mdewith 
well feigned dstonifehment when the fonnd that the ex 
peinues of the '^tate for printing paper &c m the last 
three yeais are increa'sed "omewji'it orerthr'^p items for 
pf$vioi(». year& Strange mdeed when the 1 usitiess of 
every departmajit -lias nearly doablod — &onie, f the Land 
O5&P& ^d ^upermtendent of Pnbln. luttructiou quadrn 
pled — that the exp'='t t- t «*- ti 1 \ ^ should 

increase m a 111 < i ' 1 tidtgial 

increase of busn 1 of the 

n_gm^ cw^pLtation oi r I im 1 i^tdiuto 

the 6urren( expenses of t! la'^t yt-ii In lumping" all 
tH8fti^fi^[^e¥6^§*fti^r?i!ilhi6thaiiti6r "ilt Und&rfeigned' 

EFS,#&-^!t^,ft^liity *hiifl Me(*t\ >s itr affoMs 
%'fesc«ie»t!M^j^e«ijt^ t& rfrt'/w-* "" i)Ti^ with irttie 
c#S«eicra<fl»'-#feyr|-<tf*6p6ratiri V ' lontcei 

tainly,ab the Ai;idiW^«'Sfe<^ ftho\\ rjmdiai 

^tHT-T 1?% 'a&'not Hitepa nOW t 1 p httle 

ehargesjilHfot^i''^ stKfiUrtlteoccrMi.n m lii * i'tItu^e* to 
terrtftst iteffifevitera ilf thp-fes^ens^^'bf tHr Stjit^tikaer 
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the present Administratiou with those gf its predeoessori-. 
But to illtistrflte, we will give the totals of the bills for 
stationery for two yenra fttid see how they compare with 
each other. 

The Democratic Board ol' Auditors allowed, in 1854, for 
stationery, gold pens, "super royal" at |28!! per ream, 
(fee, for the oae of the State Departments, the 

sum of $5,679 18 

The Eepubljcau Board of Auditors iiilowed in 
1857, for stationery, gold pens, super royal, at 
S26 per ream, &(;., the sum of '. 4,176 91 

Showing a saving by the Republican Administra- 
tion, in 1857,' over the Demoeratic allowances 

for 1854, of, ,. ^1,502 27 

in the it«m of stationery alone, and this, too, notwithstand- 
ing the current business of the Government had nearly 
doubled in the intervening years. And a comparison of all 
the other expenses of the State oSices, with the single ex- 
ception, perhaps, of postage, would show the aarae -rela- 
ti\e stvmg to the "^tate Of oourbe as the cnrrent busi 
J16S8 and con ebpoudence of the State Departmente, mcln 
sive with our natural ^owth ot popnlation, organip>tion 
of new town" ind conntie-' &i tne postage ind stationery 
accounts should present a. ujireBpondmg increase m their 
amouTcts As to the ' hundreds of reams of prmtog pa 
per At %10 75 per leioi ' :t is proper to sav tnat thi^ was 
used for the new compilation ot {-"w-, a work of over 1 (00 
pa^eo ot which lOOOO copieb weie ordered punted 

The next point made in the report " is m lefeience to 
traveling expense^ of '^tate o&cei s/ extra clerk hwe 
&c Upon thia point the undei signed ' says 

A laige increase liowevei is etpeueiit^d m the State 
Department m ihe payment ot exuva clerks extia compen 
nation to btate omceis ind tiavelmg expenses of fet^te 
ofl&cers and their clciks bj which under the plea of 'on 
official busmebs, the Tieosury h-a'* been piUeied to a Uige 
extent The undersigned believe^ ^fa,t, jEie those o^j^rs 
-u-e liberall> paid by thp Sta^ ^t |hQiE s^moeSiftis the 
dut> of the Boaid of SWte Aii<i^^^ ^ b(A;ii^ii^ cjIii;^1t 
and thorot^hly the ohapacter and- eoraectnesR of* 8ii(diiac 
counts belore auditing the game ant^ to lejeet anw claim 
of a dubious chaiacter 

In this conneition and to pio\c thn bold isseition |iofl 
ever, the leport omits all vef&ence to hguies Perhapt 
this It- well ,V6 we liave alceftdi -showu the totrol micorject 
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iiBss of every tstbie or com^iitatioJi made by "the uudev- 
signed." But in this matter there were undoubtedly pru- 
dential motives tor relying upon assertiom and avoiding 
comparisons. We have taken the trouble to examine into 
this matter carefnliy, and present the following figures, 
compiled from the Reports of the State Auditors for 1854 
and ! 857, showing the relative economy of Democratic and 
Republican traveling expenses : 

In 1854, the Democratic Board allowed to the different 
State officeris, clerks, &c., for traveling expenses, $1,011 SO 
In 1857, the Republican Board allowed traveling 

expenses, 700 iS7 

Showing a decline in wuch expenses of $304 4o 

instead of, aw the "report" says, "a lari;e increase of such 
expenses." 

We also find by that report that the same Democratic 
Board of Auditors allowed to suudr}' individuals and m 
extra clerk hire, attoriiev fees, &c., for the ningie year of 

1854, the «um of ' S6.'448 79 

The Republican Board allowed, in 18.57, (includ- 
ing $950, expenses in prosecuting the claim 
against the Phcenix Bank,) the sum of 3,775 38 

Being a decrease in this class of expenditures Sbr 

1857, over the vear 1854, of $3,673 41 

Add to this the above sum of iJ04 43 

And we have a decrease in this class of expenses 

for 1857, over the year 1854, of S3,97" 84 

instead of the "large increase" which "the undersigned" 
prates so flippantly about in his most absurd and untruth- 
ful "Minority Report." Will not the people reject with 
seom the political tricksters and unscrupulous liars who 
attempt to deceive them with such statements. 

One of the "notorious allowances" alluded to in the 
"report" of "the undersigned" is to Jonas H. Titus, for a 
journey to Pittsburg, of which he says : 

"Upon information on the subject, I am convinced that 
the object of the journey was of a mere political charac- 
ter — that of attending the Repnblican Convention at 
Pittsburg — than the design of acquiring information in 
regard to the solitary cell system of the State Prison 
there." 

When the reader is told that Mr. Titus made this jour- 
ney nearly a year before the assembling oi' the Pittsburg 
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(Jonventiou, t.iiere wtU be uo necessity of any further iillu- 
8101) to this matter. Another of the " extraordinary aiiow- 
aiices" which " the undersigned" digs up, is one of SJ,474 
81 for fitting up the Legislative Hall for the use of the Le- 
gislatnre. The Democratic Board of Auditors in 1 854, al- 
lowed 13,055 00, or Sl,580 19 more than the Republicans 
paid for the same purpose, allowing the figures of the mi- 
nority to be correct. A.nd while speaking of this class of 
expenses, we would respectfully remind " the undersigned " 
that his party paid the snug little sum of $1,000 45 for car- 
pets for the State ofBces, purchased chairs at |20 each, and 
paid $1 60 for cushions which could be purchased any 
where for from $2 50 to $3 00 each. We suppose it was 
no part of the intention of the " undersigned to mention 
these little allowanceiS, but aa they are extremely perti- 
t«nt in this conection we must be excused for introducing 
them. 

The "report" next charges Hon. S. B. Treadweli with 
falsehood in paying Charles J. Harvey S150 00 for services 
as follows : 

" By reference to a communication of Hon. S. B. Tread- 
well, the Commissioner of the State Land Office, published 
in the House Journal of 1857, dated February 11th, 1857, 
the undersigned learns that, notwithstanding the assuran- 
ces of that gentleman that the State had assumed no lia- 
bility and incurred no expense by the appointment of a 
tresspass agent for the Upper Peninsula, the sum of $160 
has been paid to Mr. C.J. Harvey for services, and audited 
by the Board of State Auditors. The undersigned respect- 
fully recommends an investigation of this affair. 

We win save "the undersigned" the trouble of investi- 
gation by stating that although the sum mentioned was 
paid to Mr, Harvey, it was paid to him as an agent for 
other parties, as the vouchers will show, and not for servi- 
ces as timber agent ; neither has Harvey or any other per- 
son (since the days of C. J. Fox,) been paid out of flm State 
Treasury, for any such services. 
The next paragraph of the "report" reads as follows : 
" In the Annual Report of the Board of State Auditors 
of 1855, the under^ned finds a claim allowed for $408 80, 
to K. S. Bingham, Whitney Jones and Silas M, Holmes, ior 
traveling expenses and attendance to Saut Ste Mary, which 
was a most injudicious and unwarranted disbursement of 
the public funds, as this expenditure was not based upon 
any Legislative act and authority. 
We will not dispute the allowance of this sum to thi^ 
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persons mentioned, uor the propriety of riuch iiUowanCe. 
but to show that this ivas. a judicioiis and loam-antexl- " dis- 
bnraemftnt of the caHfil.:funds'VaHd~tiiat'the expendjta'ce 
iua« based upon a "L6^^ti!re"&ot«^:witJlioa^v'-W6'b6g- 
leave t-o refer "the under8igu®d''itoaeFN6^ Si'bf the" Ses- 
sion Laws of"1855, sec, 4,. which E^iEls-SiS'fc^owS^':'. 

"Sec. 4. ItshaSi be tbedtitymfisaiiii.'^tffdijf -Control to 
make from time to time, sueh mlas^and -^^gatationa aathey 
may deem necesfiary for the benefit aadttsefirldfeBS, of said 
canal; &c. * *^ * The memberg-of the-said^Board-of 
Control shall eacii recoivo such compensatida for necessary 
services in going to iiiid from; tj,nd inspecting auch caiialas 
shall be i\!lo,wed by the.-BoaidK^' AaHtofs of thi« State, 
not exceeding the jjail^^eafiiJ- per:, diem- aoSrpaid members 
of the Legialatm» et'-thia-^Stste/'v&c.raiid'Stlie^-flrst Section 
of this act deaig«ate.Tth»;Goi^CE©Pj AttSitbt €^enfitfJ." and 
Treasurer as the persons who shall constitute luch Board 
of Control 

ThiM tt will be seen th.it "tbn allowanoe !s distinctly and 
expreesh authon/ed b-^ la^, and instead ot having been 
paid from the State Tredsui y it v^-as paid out of the ' Ca 
ndl Fund," which 11 a separate and dietmet fnnd, created 
espres&ly to defray liie expensed of opesttting said canal, 
and appropriable to no other purposes 

In this conueotion we dfimrs to-mention but one fflore of 
the item alluded tfl in the ' rainoriti 1 epoft," as foU&ws 

"Another claim ot S60, tor the translation oi the Govern 
or's Message into the Chippewa language"; was of no mate 
nal utility, aa not a single topy of said traaslatioishaBevei 
come to light, and not one h^a everieached those locahties 
in the northern portion'' of -tha &t»te, where those messages 
were intended to be distiibuted ' 

In mtiodncmt^ this item we do Hot intend to jBstift the 
necessity of it but only to s ly that the translation was 01 
dered by the Legislature upon the motion, and at the ur- 
gent solicitation of Hon Abnei Sherman, the Demociatic 
member from the Chippewa country , that It wa-* made 
and printed, and a copy of it is no.w m ]^6dSe6ai&^ of the 
writer of this ai tide Had w e any d^re to dStt^drah the 
usefulnsas of this translation, we migl^ |(*0l(»Wy^c£Af^re 
it to a tianslation made by ""the underaigaedi* Mmsetf in 
1853, of the message ef a Democratic Go*ewiQf,the-iecOrds 
and voucheiB for Whtch ate now on file in the State De- 
partment, which we copy, as follows "fw th&soleafidonl> 
piopei use benefit md be^feoot"'' 0-f " the ilndfer-stgned/ 
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■' fiXATE Oi' MlCfliGAN, 
1353,; To EdWABB- JiANTBB, Dk. 

_Wk^&Ai^midM ^O.aO, Feb'. iWi,; 1853.''' 

Bj^t^B&eMi^is transhition was incorrect, and -tistiieaB; 
tbE.ftl^e;*aT»e.iBTmiile,of..vouohera we find ftnother/wbich 
reads as foUews;. 

" State, op Michigan, 
1853. To Dr. Eulolph, Dk. 

Jan. For re-traiislctimn of Mr. Kanier's i/ranslaiimi 

of. the  Governor's Anmud Message, $40  00" 

whiQM is endorsed,'— "oHoweei tmd pmd Feb. llth, 1853" — 
beingHii^:,-saiIie day on whidi'Mr. iLanter's original -trans- 
lation w^ allowed and paid. 

Tbis",Dr. Radoipb " wat;. at the date of the above inter- 
esting documents ttie proprietor of a Democratic Gertriaii' 
paper in the city of Detroit, and^ was allowed for " composi- 
tion " . on this same message at the rate of $1 76 per one 
thousand ems ; or more than double the Tisual price ! 
While " the undersigned " was pureuing his investigation, 
it would.have been quite as iveU to have given the public 
some light in reference to the above tranaaetioii8afi4ohaVe 
confined his investigationstothe^ propriety or ^UBefulnfefiB 
of the ."Chippewa traitslation.". Peihaps,- also", he nii!g:bt 
be induced to employ some competent person to correct 
the blunders in his "jniuority report^" tmmgh we shellt' in- 
sist, (from - personal experience,) that the sum paid for. thft 
job be somtsthing more than forty dollars 1 

In jeierence to the general policy of the large appro- 
priations to the public- works .of the StEite bythe Legisla- 
tures of 1855 and 1857, we think there can be nodoabtf.- 
The people uniformly, and almost unanimously; approve 
them. It is known that when theRepublicans came into 
power a large and expensive class of public and charitable 
institutions were -upon their hands, none of which were 
completed, and but two of which were in operation. These 
public works were the offspring of Democratic policy, and 
although we heartily commend the objects of their estab- 
lishment, and believe their speedy conrpletion to be neCeS- 
aary to the general good and credit of the State, yet' We 
cannot btit. regret that- they were^founded and begun ili 
dimensions ana atan ultimate eost far beyondany' neces- 
sity, as well asthepres&ntability of the State to complete. 
Inffiundiagtheee :ia8titqtjtais,~5th& same reckless and ttn- 
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tempered spirit of extravj^ance which actuated and per- 
vaded the Democratic party in coutracting the old " Five 
Million Loan," and entering upon a gigantic acheme of in- 
ternal in pnvement \as tc-teieci and Ul the dietatet. of 
caution an^ prudence pu^t^e 1 3fiide that tree bcope might 
be ^iven to the ^''ffi'^T tinbitun }t fhe camp followeit'' 
md bpeculit-tTh A t e piit> It w is a question not of 
policy but ot eeonom\ with the Bepubhcans whethei they 
ihould m\ 
6nal com| 
then hai 
tenanted 
contempi 

1 the f prrf ri^r 
ment to i )■ ich al! uic 
conceded 

It IS a w il Ivii 
mto powe hU t\ 
dilamdat(d f f 
Hid Blind 
accomm 
venience 
vas mil 
loots wei 



ucces'^ful effoit for the 

kfl thus thiown upon 

!on^ imfiuiflhed un- 

t rfn 1 t-o tJie objects 

c if thei b^ve erieri 

ir s lurifh m eiior m ludg- 

H\ li hie hut vcn thiB anuot be 

i ct tl t \henthe Repubhtan-^ oame 
u! li 1 inldiua:H vpre mar iinous end 
1 1 f A. vluu lor il Deil and Dumb 
" lenemei t destitute ot decent 
tl o ib'^clute lanceHHarr con- 
] eiHtton Iho State Pnaon 
ccehsarj number of cells it^ 
jftsii rtiiri ready to tumble down , it had no 
dining-rooms, hospitals, solitan' cells, or female departs 
raents, but was n conglomerated mass of reeking jRlth, dis- 
ease, and vuiuH. The liihajie Asylum at Kalamazoo pre- 
sented only a huge pUe of unfinished, uncovered wails; the 
meagre approprirttions made by the Democratie Legisla- 
ture for each year, hardly aufScmg to repair the damaging 
effects of each succeeding winter, with no hope or prospect 
of ultimate completion or useftilness. Such were the in- 
ducements and circumstances that impelled the Bepubli- 
cans to increase their appi-opriations in the hope oi put' 
ting all these histitutions into suceesHfui and speedy oper- 
ation, and effecting an ultimate saving of thousands, per- 
haps millions, of the people's money — a result which, with 
the single exception of the Insane Asylum, has been already 
iiccomplished. 

It is not at all remarkable that " the undersigned," after 
making the condemnation of the attempt of the Bopabli- 
can administration to complete, eniai-ge and cany out the 
designs of our public works and charitable institutions one 
of his strong points, should attempt to find fanlt with the 
management and expenditures of each. 
Beginning with the State Prison, " the undersigned "says ; 
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■'A comparative statement io tiie expensea for the sup- 
port of the State Prison, show an aggregate of about _|26,- 
000 for any three years during the Democratic adminiatra- 
tion, while tbe expenditure for 1851, charged in' the G-en^ 
eral Fund account for that purpose, is §25,000 for that 
Mingle year, with an additional estimate of $25,000 for 
1858. This three-fold increase on the expenditure of any 
year prior to 1855, is so much more noticeable, when we 
consider the greatly enhanced prices obtained for manual 
labor of the convicts, which had increased during the last 
three years from 31 to 56 cents per day, thereby making a 
difference in favor of the State of about $14,000 per annum, 
which, by a prudent economical manr^eraent, should have 
made it long ago, ii self-paying institution." 

The peculiar, onparalleled and unwarranted fatality 
which pertains to the former figures of " the undersigned" 
is also manifest here. A comparison of the reporte and 
expenses of the prison for the years 1852-3 and 4, show an 
Aggregate expenditure over and above iiJl receipts of $31,- 
000 instead of ^26,000, as asserted by -the " report," being 
a difference of only $5,000. And in regard to the increased 
average expenditures of tlie State Prison, a comparison of 
the reports of different and successive years will show that 
this increase h ennsiderably below the ratio of the increase 
of the number of inmateii, and the varying prices of pro- 
visions and other expenses for the maintenance of the con- 
victs. That we may arrive more definitely at the facts in 
the case, wo propose to contrast a few f^ures showing 
the increased domands upon, as well as expenses of the 
institution : 

By the report of the Inspectors for 1851, wc find that 
there were in the Prison on the 30fch day of December of 

that year, : 346 convicts. 

J^ov. 30, 1857, there were in prison 411 " 

Increase in 1S57, . . ■. 165 " 

The daily average numbe?- of convicts in the prison dur- 
ing the year 1857, was 378.8-lOths. 

Daily average number for 1854, , , 219.1 -lOth. 



Increase, 159.7-lOths. 

When we take into account this large increase in the 
number of convicts, the increased price of provisions dar- 
ing'the last three years, over the three preceding, and the 
fact that, on an average, 135 of this number have been 
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employed by the State, upon the new building, in the yard, 
making clothes for convicts, cooking, in the I'emale and 
solitary departmeDts, aud in the hospital, and of course 
from whose labor no direct revenue was derived, this in- 
crease is readily and properly accounted for. In 1854, the 
total number thus employed, and who produced po revenae, 
was only thirty-four. With this smalj number of convicts, 
nearly all of whom were employed upon contracts at the 
same rates received during nearly the whole of last year, 
with flour, meat and vegetables at leaat one-fourth cheaper, 
with a less number of guards and other officers, the ex- 
penses in 1854 araonnted to $29,133 89. In 185"I, with al- 
most double the amount of prisoners, over one-third of 
whom produced no revenue, but were a direct tax upon 
the State, a larger number of of&cers, and greatly enhanced 
prices for provisions, the total expenses of the prison were 

only $50,203 16 

Prom this deduct amount due from contractors, 9,562 78 



Leaving the actual cost of operating and main- 
taining the Institution at 140,640 38 

Being an increase in the expenses of maintaining that 
Institution in 1857, over 1854, of less than one-third, instead 
of, as "the undersigned" asserts, a "three-fold" increase of 
its expenditures. 

It is also proper to remark here in regard to the " greatly 
enhanced prices obtained for manual labor of convicts, 
which, it is asserted, has "increased during the last three 
years from 31 to 56 cents per day," is a perversion of the 
facts in the case — as at the time of making the annual re- 
port of the Prison, Nov. 30th, 1857 — but one of the new 
contracts had been entered into— that tor constructing 
wagons, &c., — which went into effect on the 1st of June 
previous — the others taking effect in the month of Decem- 
ber last; and one, the "tooi contract" — by far the largest 
in the Prison — not taking effect until the first of May next. 
It was undoubtedly the intention of "the undersigned" to 
deceive the people in reference to these facts, as he has 
evidently attempted to do in all his other statements and 
figures. 

The same desperate fatality pervades the statements of 
"the undersigned" relative to the House of Correction. 
He says : 

"I find, upon investigation, that, including the amount 
obtained for manual labor of the convicts, nearly $19,000 
iiave been consumed by that institution during the last 
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year, to support an average of thirty boys aud girls—be- 
mg an average expense of nearly |650 per aimnin for each 
oi' the inmates. The details of their expense for clothing, 
shoes, provisions, &c., will at a glance account for the high 
fignres of the aggregate expense," 

The annual report of the Board of Control of the House 
of Correction, shows the whole amount of expenditures 
made by said Board during the year 185T, to have been 
$12,923 1i, instead of 119,000 00, as the "report" ^serts; 
showing a variation from the facts of $6,076 26. Of thia 
sum of $12,923 74, the ofGcial report of the Board shows 
the actual cost of maintainance of the inmates to have 

been, _. $6,376 98 

Araomit earned by inmates during the year, .... 468 05 

Showing balance di'awn from the Treasury, . $5,998 9;i 
Which divided by 30, the average number of inmates, 
gives a8 the cost to the State of the maintenance of each, 
the sum of $196 96i, instead of $650 each, as is asserted 
by " the undersigned," The balance of the whole amount 
expended was appropriated to building purposes, improve- 
ments, repairs, &c., and is not, in any proper light to be 
charged into the cost of maintaining the inmates of the 
institution. 

In this connection "the undersigned" insinuates some 
iiagrant wrong-doiiig in the allowance to Whitney Jones, 
Auditor General, in the settlement of his claim for land 
used for the site of the House of Correction. In this mat- 
ter his version is pai'tly true, as Mr. Jones was allowed 
$600 for his premises used therefor ; but vouchers on file 
show that in arranging the site for the buildings, it was 
necessary that some other lands should ha purchased, and 
at the urgent solicitation of citizens of Lansing, Colonel 
Jones obligated himself to pay a considerable larger sum 
than that allowed by the Board. After re-deeding the 
land to the State, or so much as was needed, Col. Jones 
was ^aid a fair and just equivalent for the lands used, the 
remaining portion of which he now owns or is obliged to 
pay for. A full record of the whole transaction appears 
upon the hooks of the Auditor, a reference to which would 
have saved "the undersigned" the necessity of this foul 
and unprovoked attack upon a candid and faithful public 
officer; one to whom "the undersigned " has frequently 
acknowledged himself indebted for favors, and whom he 
has often alluded to as a high-minded and courteous gen- 
tleman — a diatiaction we fear "the undersigned/' in view 
of these assertions, cannot claim. 
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The attack upon the Agricultural College comes with 
bad gi'ace from a member of a party which incorporated 
into the Constitution of the State, a provision requiiing 
ita erection. In reference to it, we can only say that it 
wae undertaken as an expervm^ni; and that having proven 
itseif useful and successful, other States are now prepar- 
ing to follow the example we have set them, by forming 
similar institutions. As to its cost, when compared with 
the difficulties to be overcome, it has beeu fouuded, put 
into operation, and achieved a reputation as a.sncces8ful 
and useful educational institution, at a less expense than 
any other College of like capacities, extent and conveni- 
ences, in the world. 

The next position which we shall notice is relative to the 
" comparative statement of the assessment of State taxes." 
Upon this head "the undersigned "very complacently says, 
such a comparison " can hardly be arrived at with any cer- 
tainty and correctness," and the remark is a just one, as 
his previous abortive attempts at figuring have undoubt- 
edly convinced the reader. The statement of the "re- 
port," that the State tax suddenly fell off from an annual 
average of $116,5T9, for the years 1848, '49, '50, '51, and 
'52, to only $10,000 in .1853, and was only $30,000 in 1854, 
making " only $40,000 taxation for two years," will un- 
doubtedly excite some surprise on the part of those who 
have not given the subject a full examination. These 
figures alone would imply that the "Democratic" adminis- 
tration had suddenly so economized the expenses of our 
government that taxation would have been entirely done 
away with, if it could have been permitted to hold the 
reins another term. Aye, more. Another two years, with 
a like economical stride, there would have been a surplus 
of receipts, with no taxation whatever, to distribute among 
the people! But the truth is, the expenses of government 
were about the same as they were in previous years ; and 
at the same time, our " State institutions " were suifei'ed to 
decay for the want of necessary repairs. 

But where did the money come from to pay the expen- 
ses of government? The records furnish an answer to 
this question. The Trust Funds were resorted to, and 
expended. 

To overthrow the sophistry, the quibbling attempt to 
dodge the whole truth of the question by "the under- 
signed," we can do no better than to quote a few para- 
graphs from the majority report, as follows : 
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Comparative State'yat.nt of State Tax, fiom l'48fo 1857, 
indiisive — 10 years. 



Yia 


V.M., 1 t„. 


':si 


(848, . . 


5 ^D.aus.Teg on 

28,999,202 00 
29,384,270 00 
30,976,270 00 
30.976,270 00 
120,362,474 00 
120,362,474 00 


$150,719 00 
102,406 00 
113,768 00 
106,000 00 
110,000 «0 
10,000 00 
30,000 00 


5,04 






1850 


3.87 


I85I 


3.42 




3.55 


1853, .. 


0.08 




0.25 






Total, 


«»90,969,729 00 


$622,892 00 


1..59 


18,55, 


*120,3ti2,474 00 
137,(163,009 Oil 
137,663,009 00 


S40,000 00 
65,000 00 
85,000 00 


0.38 
0.47 


1857, .. 


0.61 






Total, 


$395,688,492 00 


$190,000 00 


0.47 



Average valuation, ibr first Seven year.s, $5'i,852,818 

 State ttx, per year, 89,9o4 

■' Tiite per cent., or miila per dollar, IJ mills. 

For thb second period of three years : 

Average valuation for three years, $131,896,164 

" Stiite tax per year, 63,3iJ5 

" rate per cent., or mills per dollar, 47-100 of a mill. 

During the first period of aeven years, Irom 1848 to 1854, 
inclusive, the total valuation of property foi' the whole 

period, was. . . .' $390,969,929 

The total amount of State tax assessed, . : 622,892 

And the average rate per dollar, li milts. 

During the first three years of the present administra- 
tion, the total assessed value of property in the State 

wiis '. . $395,688,492 

Total amount of State tax, 190,065 

The average rate per eeut., 47-100 of a mill. 

Showing an average annual tax of $2i5,529 less than dur- 
ing the former period ; and that upon a valuation of $96,- 
043,346 greater — being a difference of over one hundred 'p&r 
<x,nt. in the rate of taxation in favor of the present admiq- 
istration. 

These facjts and figures were equally accessable to the 
majority ;tiid. minority, and had "the undersigned" really 
wished to make any comparisons, they might have been 
made as above, with the most absolute "certainty and 
correctness.'' 
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Leaving the point ot taxation, "the undersigned" turns 
his attention to the State debt, and sets up the absurd and 
grotesque plea that during the last seven years of its rule 
the Democratic administrations reduced the State debt a 
total of $254,012 62 ; that is to say, they had paid that 
amount of outstanding bonds, over and above all contingen- 
cies, and interest, making an absolute reduction of the debt 
to that amonnt, 

A cursory glance at the public records would seem to 
substantiate this statement ; but a more close examination 
will establish its entire falsity. Instead of decreasing the 
State debt between the years 1847 and 1854, the State in- 
debtedness was i-ncreas&i over Jialf a inillion of dollars. 
However astonishing this fact may appear, it is beyond the 
power of sacoessfnl contradiction. 

In 1851, Auditor General Swegles, in his report dated 
Nov. 30th of that year, gives as ihe total funded and fund- 
able debt of .the State the smn of $2,531,545 TO 

Auditor Q-eneral D. V. Bell, in his report 
dated Dec. Ist, 1847, gives as, the "total debt 
of the State for which she is liable, without 
contingency," 2,290,768 51 

Which figures show anaetualiiicreaseofthe 
State mdebtedness, from 1847 to 1854, under 
Democratic ad/ministraiioris of $240,777 1 9 

Add to this the sums appropriated for the 
use of the State from the Trust Funds up to 
that date, 676,288 80 

Thus making an increase of the general fund 
indebtedness in the last seven years of Demo- 
cratic rule of , $917,065 99 

Deduct from this for bonds surrendered and 
canceled in 1852, '53 and '54, 254,012 62 

And we have as the actual increase of this 
class of debt, under these economical Demo- 
cratic administrations, the smn of S6663,053 37 

And yet, in the face and eyes of these plain and palpa- 
ble figures, this "report" says, to which result of its finan- 
ciering, "the Democratic party have a right to look with 
pride." Its pride is easily flattered in these days. These 
results, added to the developments relating ta the absorp- 
tion and expenditures of the Trust Funds, shown up in the 
former part of this article, certainly entitle the Democratic 
party t<) credit, if it is not flattering to their pride. 
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The attempt of "the undersigned" to ^ive a "atateiiient 
oi ttie ca«h receipts and disburBemeiits t'rom Nov. SOtti to 
Jan. 2fitti," "is a singular one," indeed. His constant per- 
Tersion of facts and the plainest figures ; such iiumitigHtod 
andwilfnl lying and deceit are tiresome, we know, to the 
reader, and for fear of wearing your patience, we shall bfe 
as brief as possible upon this point. The "report" says : 

" The statement of cash receipts and disbursements froru 
■November 30 to January 26, as furniBhecl to the undei^igiied 
by theDeputy Treasurer, is a singular one — idlexpenditvfreis, 
and hardly any receipts." 

By referring to the statement of the Treasurer as embod- 
ied in the majority report, we find the statement to stand 
thus: 

Expenditures, $29,157 46 

Receipts 19,158 .67 

Excess of expenditures, $9,268 19 

The "report" continues : 

"That a portion of the f 117, 105 73, wUA is daimed to 
have been expended since November 30, has been paid 
before the end of the focal year 1857, there is in the mind 
of the undersigned no room for doubt, and was probably 
kept out of the former account to make a good show at the 
end of the fiscal year." 

Neither the report of the majority or the statement of the 
Treasurer daimed that any such sum had been expended 
as is here represented. Now look at the figures of "the xm- 
deraigned." He says the amount expended from November 
30 to January 26, was $117,105 73 

Actual amount expended, 29,157 46 

Variation of "the undersigned" from facts, . . $88,048 27 

The reader can place the proper estimate upon the inten- 
tion of "the undersigned" in making this statement. But 
he proceeds : 

"How can it be otherwise, when the undersigned dis- 
covers among the disborsements during the short period of 
fifty-seven days, salaries for SKite officers, $8,000, vouchers 
for warrants, $8,000, redemption certificates, $5,000," &c. 

This wonder is easily accounted for by the fact that the 
salaries fall due, and these balances are always settled upon 
the Ist day of January ; aaid hence could not be incorpora- 
ted into a report made on the 30tfa of November preceding. 
The "report" continues : 

"As to the receipts since November 30, the r 
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Jubilant assertion that "the people have t-oo o/fett and tooem- 
'pkciticaUy .ei^doTHQd the Adininistrations of Gov. Barry and 
Gov. Pelch'." Tea, irideod! the peoplfe have realized the 
truth of that saying, aud in the last campaign gave them 
each an eqaaWj em.phafic endorsement, after a ftdi knowl- 
edge of the facts— ^by !eavtng Gov. Barry in a tnirbority of 
s^ fhcivso/nd votes in his Corig-ressiona.! Difetfict, a.nd by re- 
fusing, 'by a majority of near twenty thousand votes to again 
entrust th'e ma:nag'emeiit of our State finances to the hands 
of Gov. Feich ! Emphatic end-orsemeni, indeed .' ■! And this 
same pedple, with a more fall understanding' of aill these 
facts, and after sifting the willy falsehoods of the "minority 
report^" are now waiting impatiently to record another and 
a like endorsement, oTHly more withering and annihil»ting, of 
the financial policy of this Democratic party. Ym, ^Hoo 
often"-^altogetlier too often did they embrace its huindliiig 
extravagance and irresponsible demagogues: and now that 
the facta are'before them, and they are reaping the fall fru- 
ition of that dtshonest and disastrons policy, their future 
endorsement will beJike the Ifist—ntter condemnation. 
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